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A R T I C L E http://dx.doi.org/10.18243/eon/2017.10. 2.6 In January 2017, one of the most (in)famous sites in publishing suddenly went dark. I am talking about Jeffrey Beall's eponymous List of predatory journals and publishers that was to be found at www.scholarlyoa.com. Beall's List is likely known to most of us, but for the uninitiated, it came to represent a quasi-definitive list of highly problematic journals. These are journals that flooded inboxes with requests for papers. 1 Journals that promised rapid peer review and cheap publication yet fail to actually perform a review or properly produce an article to ensure it has a persistent link and is properly archived. Journals that allegedly fake the names of editors, stole identities to plump their editorial boards, and tricked others into believing they had lent their name to a credible publication. The emerging situation has proven disheartening for some (a short list of pieces on the disappearance of Beall's List can be found at the end of this article). Potentially predatory publishers, on the other hand, likely greeted the news of Beall's disappearance with unbridled joy. If not exactly rejoicing, another, very distinct, group are probably quietly relieved as well: Beall critics. Beall was accumulating a growing legion of detractors regarding his rather opaque methods used to develop the List. Furthermore, concern was also raised about the implication of being on the List with its "predatory" appellation which connoted deceit and nefariousness, when in fact some journals were perhaps guilty of nothing more than guilelessness and/or incompetence and may have otherwise been on a path toward legitimate publication. So, if anyone is hoping to read a Chicken Little-esque article on what will happen to the world now that Beall has gone dark (and remains so at the time of publishing) you can stop reading here. Instead, I ask that we think carefully about what Beall (the man and the List) achieved and where we go from here. I also make a plea in this article for any future endeavors that aim to replace Beall to include every stakeholder in the publishing process.
Make no mistake: What we commonly understand to be predatory journals are an appalling parasitic blot on the publishing landscape. "They exploit the unwitting" goes the com- Jason@origineditorial.com Certainly, as an outside observer, it felt to me that Beall's List, and all the conversations it generated, had gone way beyond its intent and original purpose. On the one hand, the List was being used by some as a tool to label and accuse. On the other, it was being used as a crutch to protect many from being duped. It was, if we are brutally honest, a blunt instrument when a scalpel was needed to cut out the cancer inside the body of the official pub- 
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